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S E NATOR CHAMBERS: Well, w hat mine r e f e r r e d  to was all the
p r o v i s i o n s  of m y  amendment b e c a u s e  I'm ame n d i n g  m y  amendment.

S E NATOR WEHRBEIN: Y o u r  a m e n d m e n t  said strike all of S e c t i o n  7.

S E NATOR CHAMBERS: No, no. I'm ame n d i n g  L B  917 (sic— FA917).
Well, I'll w a i t  till it comes o n  again, t hen I ca n  tell you, but 
th e  th i n g  I'm r e f e r r i n g  to st r i k i n g  all of...

S P EAKER K R I S T E N S E N : T i m e .

S E NATOR CHAMBERS: ...is th e  l anguage of m y  amendment.

S P EAKER KRISTENSEN: S e nator Beutler. S e nator  B e u t l e r

S E NATOR BEUTLER: S e n ator Kristensen, m e m b e r s  of the
Legislature, I a p p r eciate w h a t  S e nator C h a m b e r s  is sayi n g  and, 
in light of th e  l e g islative record. I'm no t  s ure t hat it w o u l d  
m a k e  a wh o l e  lot of di f f e r e n c e  one w ay or a n o t h e r  if w e  t o o k  the
w o r d  "only" out. B ut I t h i n k  t h a t  what I w a n t e d  to po i n t  out is
t hat what w e  are d o i n g  over t i m e  in bits and p i e c e s  is actually 
res t r u c t u r i n g  a great m a n y  of t h e s e  cash f und statutes so that 
t h e y  are, in fact, more honest, and I w i s h  S e n ator Chambers 
could h e a r  this. B ut b a c k  in t h e  midd l e  eighties, w h e n  we h a d  a 
similar crisis, no t  qu i t e  as b a d  as this one, or at least no t  as 
l ong lasting. S e nator War n e r  did, in part, the same thing that 
we did. He swept th e  cas h funds. That is, h e  w e n t . . .he had 
staff go t h r o u g h  all th e  c a s h  funds a nd w h e r e v e r  th e r e  was an 
excess built u p  or m o n e y  t hat could be t e m p o r a r i l y  used, in 
order to avoid d a m a g i n g  institu t i o n s  or r a i s i n g  taxes, at least 
to th e  extent t hat  that m o n e y  c o u l d  be helpful, h e  u s e d  it. But 
it beca m e . . . i t  was diffi c u l t  to us e  it b e c a u s e  so m a n y  of the 
statutes b o u n d  up the money, and so y o u  h a d  to h a v e  a lot of 
s t a t u t o r y  changes. It was sim p l y  no t  easy to us e  in the moment 
of financial crisis. So, since then, w h a t  we d o n e  I think 
fai r l y  c o n s i s t e n t l y  over t ime is to p ut p r o v i s i o n s  into bills 
t hat allow for the tra n s f e r  to th e  G e n e r a l  F u n d  in emergency
situations. A n d  I th i n k  t hat m a k e s  a lot of sense and I think
t hat t h a t ...the effect of t hat over time is to m a k e  the statutes 
m ore hone s t  b e c a u s e  we are saying to folks, in a m o m e n t  of


